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we say the same, but, generally, do better, and say, ' believe 
or be damned!'" 

What audacity ! 

But there is more than audacity in this ; there is, also, 
profound cunning. Borne knows it well. There is nothing 
more likely to make an impression and lead men than 
such an assertion, uttered in a form so menacing and ab- 
solute. And those who ace astonished that the adherents 
of the Romish system should be so numerous, prove they 
understand very little of the mystery "of human nature. 

But question these million subjects of Borne ; ask them 
to give a reason for their belief, and I affirm, that out of a 
hundred you will find ninty-nine who can only auswer, 
" I believe what the Church tells me, because she says so." 
And they boast of such credulity, and represent it to us 
as the perfection of faith, humility, and virtue. Such 
faith is condemned by common sense ; such humility is 
reproved by conscience ; such virtue, it is to be feared, 
will be treated as a crime by Him who will judge every 
one of us at the last day. 



TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

The great length of Mr. Powers hitler has obliged us to postpon e 
one front Mr. W. Rourke till our next. Several other valuable 
communications, already in type, are also postponed from want of 
room. 

We beg to call the attention of our correspondents to the utility 
of adding their name and address to their communications. 

To diminish the chance of disappointment, all tetters should be 
forwarded to the office by the first day of the month. 

All letters to be addressed to the Editor, 9, Upper Sackville-st. 

Contributors of £1 per annum will be furnished with six copies, 
any of which will be foncarded, as directed, to nominees of the 
subscriber. Any one receiving any number of the journal, which 
has not been paid for or ordered by himself, will not be charged for 
it, and may assume that it has been paid for by a subscriber. 



TO SUBSCRIBERS. 
The publishers respectfully request their sub- 
scribers to remember that their subscriptions are 
payable in advance. It is hoped that those who 
are in arrear will be good enough to remit or 
pay the amount due, without the necessity of 
special applications. Where the annual sum is so 
small as 3s. 6d. per annum, it is impossible to 
make application in the usual manner without 
incurring a serious expense in proportion to the 
sum due. Mr. Curry will, therefore, feel greatly 
-obliged by remittances, and begs to return his 
grateful thanks to those who were good enough 
to remit the amount of their subscriptions since 
the publication of the last number. 
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DUBLIN, MARCH, 1855. 

BOMANISM IN AMEBICA. 
The subject of the temporal power of the Pope 
has lately begun to occupy a considerable share 
of public attention amongst our brethren in the 
United States. The Tablet newspaper of the 
3rd inst., contained a speech delivered on this 
question by the Hon. J. R. Chandler, in the 
House of Representatives, on the 11th of Janu- 
ary in the present year, which the editor truly de- 
scribes as " a very able and important speech." 
As the subject is one of much practical interest, 
we propose to discuss a few of the arguments and 
statements which are brought forward by Mr. 
Chandler. Before doing so, however, we think 
it well to say a few words on the remarkable 
change in public opinion which has taken place 
in America within the last few years, with re- 
gard to the position and influence of the Romau 
Catholic Church in that country. The causes 
by which this change has been brought about are 
so singular and instructive, that a brief sketch of 
them may prove interesting to many of our read- 

During the first half of the present century— 
that is, up to about the year 1850— the prospects 
ot the Church of Rome in the United States 
were peculiarly encouraging. There was no 
*l u 'j hed church in * hat country from which 
she had any need to fear either rivalry or opposi- 
tion. In the midst of various religious parties 



the Roman Catholic Church was almost the only 
body which possessed the advantages of compact 
organization and united action. Its numbers 
were yearly augmented by a steady and continu- 
ous stream of immigrants from other countries, 
especially Germany and Ireland. Even where 
the people were nominally Protestant, the Roman 
Catholic priests often met with a favourable re- 
ception. In the thinly-peopled districts of the 
Western States, the settlers in which were often 
obliged to locate themselves in the depths of un- 
trodden forests, the arrival of any religious 
teacher was hailed with satisfaction. The Church 
of Rome, with provident forethought, availed 
herself of the opportunity thus offered. She 
planted her priests and missionaries in consi- 
derable numbers along the great valley of the 
Mississippi, which she plainly saw was destined 
in time to rise into immense importance, and to 
become, perhaps, the most powerful and influen- 
tial portion of the great Confederacy of the West. 
All these causes, combined with others which 
it would be needless to specify, daily augmented 
the influence of the Roman Catholic Church and 
priesthood in America. Their aid was eagerly 
sought after by politicians of all parties, who 
hoped, by their means, to rfee to distinction. In 
a country where almost every place is given away 
by universal suffrage, it is no wonder that un- 
scrupulous men, who desired to gain " the most 
sweet voices" of the multitude, should naturally 
have recourse to the Romish priests, who were 
supposed, rightly or wrongly, to have the votes 
and consciences of a large part of the electoral 
body in their keeping. No means of flattery or 
conciliation were left untried to win their favour 
and support. A Roman Catholic archbishop was 
asked to preach before Congress, although 
the overwhelming majority of that body were 
Protestants ; and, in the state of New York, a 
judge laid down from the bench the rule, that a 
priest was not to be interrogated about the secrets 
of the confessional (a principle then quite new to 
American law), with the hope, as was generally 
supposed, of thereby gaining the vote of the Ro- 
man Catholic party at the next election for the 
governorship of that state. 

At length the ambition of the Romanist party 
in America took a higher and a wider flight. 
The love of power and influence is deeply im- 
planted in the heart of man ; and the priests of 
the Church of Rome, cut off by the stern policy 
of their Church from all family ties, have gene- 
rally devoted their untiring energies to projects 
of worldly aggrandisement. The Roman Catho- 
lic party, which had hitherto been content to 
turn the balance in some local contest, now 
sought to exercise a controlling influence in the 
presidential election itself. The nomination of 
Franklin Pierce, the existing President of the 
United States, is generally supposed to have been 
carried by their instrumentality ; and the effect 
of it certainly was, to introduce a large number 
of Roman Catholics into the public offices 
which were in the gift of the President. 

At last, however, the reaction came. The 
native Americans took alarm when they saw 
many of the chief offices of the state conferred 
upon persons of foreign birth, and members of a 
Church which owed allegiance to a foreign spi- 
ritual head. Suddenly it began to be whispered 
that a secret confederacy had been formed, under 
the singular title of the Know-Nothing party, 
the members of which had bound themselves by 
an oath never to vote for any Roman Catholic. 
With magical rapidity this new association diffused 
itself through the length and breadth of the 
United States, and by the latest accounts it was 
reputed to include two millious of adult members. 
History scarcely records an instance of an organi- 
zation formed with such rapidity, and on such a 
gigantic scale. 

The principal argument by which, so far as 



we can learn, the Know-Nothing party justify 
their proceedings is one which has often been 
urged in our country, both in Parliament and 
elsewhere — namely, that as a Roman Catholic is 
bound to obey the Pope, he can never give an 
undivided allegiance to the constitutional autho- 
rities of his native land. The speech of Mr. 
Chandler, to which we have already adverted, is 
an elaborate attempt to show that this argument 
does not rest on sufficient historical grounds. We 
now proceed to consider a few of his assertions 
in detail, and we begin by giving the general 
statement of the question in his own words :— 

"The charge, then, against the Roman Catholics of 
this country is, that their views of the supremacy of the 
Pope render them unsafe citizens, because it renders them 
liable to be withdrawn from their allegiance to their own 
civil government by the decrees or ordinances of their spi- 
ritual superior." 

Let us now see how Mr. Chandler proposes to 
meet this charge: — 

" Mr. Chairman, I deny that the Bishop of Rome has, 
or that he claims for himself the right to interfere with the 
political relations of any other country than that of which 
he is himself the sovereign. I mean, that I deny to the 
Bishop of Rome the right resulting from his divine office 
to interfere in the relations between subjects and their 
sovereigns. I recognise all tho rights of the venerable 
head of the Church to the spiritual deference of its chil- 
dren." 

Now, with all respect to Mr. Chandler, we 
consider that Cardinals Bellarniine and Baronius 
are better authorities than he is on the power 
and privileges claimed by the See of Rome; 
and it is a remarkable fact that both Cardinals 
stigmatize as heretical the opinion advocated by 
the American orator. We quote, as usual, 
their express words : 

" They are branded for heretics who take from the 
Church of Borne and the See of Saint Peter one of the 
two swords, and allow only the spiritual."" 

So far Cardinal Baronius. Let us now hear 
Bellarmine : — 

" The next opinion, or rather heresy, teaches, that the 
Pope, as Pope, has by divine right no temporal power, 
and that he has no right to command temporal princes, 
much less any power of depriving them of their king- 
doms.'^ 

We commend the following passages, from the 
the same author, to Mr. Chandler's attentive 
consideration : — 

" The third and intermediate opinion, and that which is 
generally received by Catholic theologians, is this — That 
the Pope, as Pope, has not directly and immediately any 
temporal, but only a spiritual power; that, nevertheless, 
by reason of this spiritual power, he has a certain authority, 
and that supreme, in temporals.'''' " That the power of the 
Pontiff, properly, chiefly, and in itself, is spiritual ; but 
that by it he can dispose of the temporal things of all 
Christians, when such a measure is necessary to the end 
of his spiritual power ; to which the ends of all temporal 
powers arc subordinate." " He has no power merely tem- 
poral ; and yet, in order to a spiritual good, he has tlut 
supreme power of disposing of temporal things." " The 
spiritual power does not interfere in the temporal concerns ; 
but suffers all things to proceed so long as they do not 
oppose the spiritual end, or be not necessary to obtain it. 
But if anything of this sort occurs, the spiritual can and 
ought to coerce the temporal, by any way or means which 
may appear necessary."^ 

It is a remarkable circumstance, that the 
opinions of Bellarmine on the extent of the Papal 
power, extravagant as they may appear to us, 
failed to satify Pope Sixtus V. He thought, we 
are told, that Bellarmine had done a great preju- 
dice to the dignity of the See of Rome, by insist- 
ing that the power of the Pope over the tera- 



* Hteresis errore notantar onines qui ab ecclesia Romans et 
cathedra Petri e duobus glaJitim alteram aaferunt, nee nisi 
spiritualem concedunt. — Baronius, anno 11)53, J 14. 

+ Altera non tarn sententia quam hteresis docet, primo, 
pontine* m ut pontificem ex jure divino nullam habere tempo- 
ralem potestatem, nee posse ullo modo imperare principibus 
secularibus, nedum eos regnig et principal!! privare. — Bal- 
larm. de Rom. Pontif. lib. v. 5. 1. Tom. i., p. 341. Colon. 
1615. 

J Tertia sententia media, et Catholicomm communis, ponti- 
ficem ut pontificem non habere directe et immediate ullam 
temporalem potestatem, sed solum spiritualem; tamen, ratione 
spiritualis, habere saltern indirecte potestatem quandam, eam- 
que summam, in temporalibus, Sec. — Bellann. de Rom. Pontif, 
lib. v., cap. 1, 5, 6, p. 341, et sq. at supra. 
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penalities of kings was' not -direct, but only in- 
direct; upon which account Bellarwine's trea- 
tise " de Romano Pontifice" was placed among 
the prohibited books.* If Sixtus V. thought the 
opinions of Bellarmine did not go far enough., 
what would he hare thought of Mr. Chandler? 

We must proceed, however, to the considera- 
tion of his next statement :— 

"Dr. Kenrick, Archbishop of Baltimore, one of the 
meet learned of the Roman Catholic Church, asserts 
positively, that the temporal power, of which we speak, 
was never claimed by the Church, and he challenges the 
production of a single decree or definition in which the 
power was propounded as an article of faith." 

We fear that Mr. Chandler must hare relied 
on the ignorance of his auditory, when he made 
this assertion. We will merely quote, in reply, 
a short extract from the famous Extravagant of 
Pope Boniface VIII., entitled " Unam Sanctam," 
which is inserted in the Canon Law : — 

'■It is necessary that one sword should be under 
another, and that the temporal authority should 
be subject to the spiritual power. And thus the 
prophecy of Jeremiah is fulfilled in the Church 
and the ecclesiastical power, ' Behold, I have 
set thee over the nations and over the kingdoms, 
to root out, and to pull down, and to destroy, 
and to throw down, to build, and to plant!' 
Therefore, if the earthly power go astray, it must 
be judged by the spiritual power ; but if the 
spiritual power go a3tray, it must be judged by 
God alone. Moreover, we declare, say, define, 
and pronounce it to be altogether necessary to 
salvation that every human creature should be 
subject to the Roman Pontiff."! 

It is almost a waste of words to comment on a 
statement so plain and unambiguous as this. 
Boniface VIII. distinctly asserts that it is 
necessary to salvation for every human being 
to. be subject to the Pope ; and what the limits 
of this subjection are, is evident from the pre- 
ceding clauses, where he claims a rightful autho- 
rity over every temporal power, without any 
limitation or qualification whatever. The Pope 
founds his claim, moreover, on a passage of 
Scripture, which speaks of " pulling down, de- 
stroying, and overturning nations and kingdoms." 
Words have no meaning if the claim of the Pope 
to temporal power is not here propounded as an 
article of faith. 

The definition of the Papal power, laid down 
by Boniface VIII., has the advantage (of a greater 
than which no Papal decree is capable) of being 
expressly confirmed by one of the general coun- 
cils of the Roman Church. " We," says Pope 
Leo X., in his Bull, read and passed in tke fifth 
Lateran Council, " do renew and approve that 
holy constitution, with approbation of the present 
holy council."$ Accordingly, Melchior Canus 
writes : " The Lateran Council did renew and 
approve the Extravagant of Boniface. "§ And 
Baronius referring to it, says, that " all do as- 
sent to it, so (hat none dissenteth who does not 
by discord fall from the Churcb."|| 

The multiplied instances recorded in his- 

• Doetriai Bellarroini anctoritatem ilium minui, qnam 
Christaa Domiaui vieario sno in terra dedit ad ecclesi» 
dignitatem firmttatemoae, idque fieri in opiuione ipsius circa 
Dominion! temporatium, quod Pontine! competit item in 
res temporarias. — Vidt fiajla, vol. iif., p. 170. Note P.. Lon- 
don, 1735. 

t Oportet antem gladinm esse sab gladio, et temporalem 
•aetontatem spiritual* aufejici potestati. Sic de ecclesia et 
ecclesiastic* potentate verificatur vaticinium Hieremite, Ecce, 
oonsttlni ta toper gantea et regna, et cetera, qn«e sequntur. 
Ergo ai deriat terrena poteatas, jodicabltor a potestate spiri- 
tual!. 8ed si deriat •piritoal is; a aolo Deo. Porro snbssse 
Bomsno Pontifici omni humane creators declarainos, dicimns, 
dennimoa, et pronuncumus omnino esse de necessitate 
aalutia. — Corp. Jar. Can. De Hajor. et obed. Tom. ii., p. 391. 
Paris, 1087. 

_J Constitutienem ipsam, sacro prtesenti concitio approbante, 
innoramns et approbamns.— Cone. Gen. Labbe. Tom. xiv. 
Cone. Later, v., seas. xi. 

. % Qoam Extravagantem renovatii et approbe>H Concilium 
Lateranense sob Leone. X.— Melch. Can. Lee. Theol. Kb. vi., 
eaii.iT., p. 818. Colon. 1606. 

|| Hue Bomfccitu, coi aaaentiontur omnea, ut nollas 
dttctepet, nisi qui disaidio ab ecclesia excidit — Baron, anno 
1058, sect, xiv., torn. xi. Bomavl605. 



tory, in which the Popes actually exerted the 
power of deposing princes, and releasing Subjects 
from their allegiance, leave us in no doubt 
whatever regarding the real nature and extent 
of the authority which Boniface VIII., as we 
have seen, claimed as an article ef faith. It was 
impossible for Mr. Chandler to- avoid this 

flaring difficulty ; and we were curious to see 
ow he would dispose of it. His own statement 
is as follows :— 

" But I shall, of course, be asked whence the boldness of 
tne assertion against Soman Catholics, and whence the 
readiness to believe the charges, if (hey are altogether un- 
founded ? Has not the Pope exercised the power of de- 
posing monarchs, arid thus of releasing subjects from their 
allegiance?" * 

Now for Mr. Chandler's reply, which has, at 
least, the merit of originality. We give it in 
his own words : — 

" The Christian princes conferred upon the Pope a 
power which previously lie had not attempted to exercise ; 
never, indeed, claimed to possess. The temporal power 
waB conceded — was conferred by the Emperor and Christian 
princes— diot to aggrandize the Bishop of Borne, but to 
enable him to decide betwixt them in their various dis- 
potes." 

With all deference to Mr. Chandler, we must 
protest against this gross perversion of the plain 
facts of history. " The temporaj power (of de- 
posing princes) was conferred by the Emperor 
and Christian princes upon the Pope !" We ask, 
when was this done ? History is entirely silent. 
" The Pope never claimed to possess the temporal 
power !" Again we refer to the Extravagant of 
Boniface VIII. Positive assertions, such as 
those of Mr. Chandler, are of little avail, except 
with persons who are ready to believe without 
any proof or argument at all. 

Where was the " consent of the Emperor and 
Christian princes" when Hildebraad deposed the 
Emperor Henry IV. ? Or, if we want an ex- 
ample nearer our own times, let us read the 
preamble of the Bull of Excommunication which 
Pope Pius V. pronounced against Queen Elisa- 
beth. It was as follows :— 

" He that reigneth on high, to whom is given all power 
in heaven and in earth, committed one Holy, Catholic, and 
Apostolic Church (out of Which there Is no salvation) to 
one only upon earth— namely, St Peter, the prince of tie 
apostles, and to Peter's successor, the Bishop of Rome, to 
be governed in fulness of power. Him alone he made 
prince ovar all people and all kingdoms, to pluck up, con- 
sume, scatter, destroy, plant, and build up. 

" We do, out of the fulness of our apostolic power, 
declare the aforesaid Elizabeth, being a heretic, and a 
favourer of heretics, and her adherents, to have incurred 
the sentence of anathema, and to be cut off from the unity 
of the body of Christ And, moreover, we do declare her 
to be deprived of her pretended title to the kingdom 
aforetaid, and of aix DOMINION , dignity, and privilege 
whattover.'" 

Here we see that the Pope claims to derive his 
power to deposea queen, notfrom any supposed eon- 
sent of Christian princes, but directly from God 
himself. He relies, like Boniface VIII, on the pas- 
sage from the Prophet Jeremiah, and he declares 
that his acts proceed " out of the fulness of our 

rttolic power." This Bull of Pius V. effectually 
^Ktses of Mr. Chandler's ingenious theory, that 
the Pope, poor man, had the burden of this 
weighty responsibility thrust on him by the Empe- 
ror and others, for their own convenience and ad- 
vantage. Mr. Chandler must, certainly, bring for- 
ward much more cogent and subtle arguments, if 
he hopes effectually to subdue the deep-rooted hos- 
tility which his countrymen have conceived 
against the encroachments of a foreign power. 

In fact, the dilemma to which a sincere and 
honest Roman Catholic is reduced is this — ,l I 
believe the Pope to be infallible. Pope Boat- 
face VIII. and others have repeatedly claimed, 
as of apostolic ami divine right, the power to de- 
pose princes, and they have repeatedly exercised 
this power. Either, therefore, I must believe 
that Pope Pius IX. now possesses this power, or 

• Begnaoa in txeelsia, *c— Mags. Bullae Rom. Tom. ii., 
p. 324. Loxemb. 1727. 



I must believe that Popes have erred ; and, con- 
sequently, that they are not infallible." We see- 
no answer to this argument. 

Moreover, Roman Catholics universally ac- 
knowledge that the Pope's commands in spiritual 
matters are to be obeyed. But who is to decide 
what are spiritual and what^re temporal things.? 
If Bellarmine 'a comparison be true, that the spi- 
ritual power is like the soul, and the temporal 
power like the body, it is plain that the influence 
of the latter is reduced to very narrow limit* 
indeed.* If the mind decides upon going - one 
way, and the body another, it is easy to foretell 
in what direction the man will go. 

The spiritual power in the hands of the Church 
of Rome pretends to rest upon a divine appoint- 
ment, which is subject to no accident, and eaa 
undergo no change nor diminution. It works by 
the most powerful considerations upon the con- 
sciences and affections of men J it calls upon its- 
subjects to obey upon pain of damnation ; it pro- 
mises heaven and threatens hell; which upon some 
men have an infinite sway — upon all men a con- 
siderable influence. The State can only grant 
temporal rewards, or inflict temporal punishments ; 
but the priest can evoke the hopes and fears con- 
nected with a never-ending eternity. He has 
continual opportunities of conversing with men;, 
he can insinuate and suggest the obligation to 
obedience with the greatest advantage — in secresy, 
in the tenderest seasons, in the moments of 
greatest weakness, in the trying hour of disso- 
lution. Can we wonder, therefore, if mankind,, 
in all ages, have looked with distrust and aver- 
sion upon the inordinate powers which the 
Church of Rome claims to exercise over the 
minds and consciences of free-born, intelligent 
men? 



RECENT CONTROVERSY AT BOTJXOGNE. 
(Continued from page 21.) 
Dr. M. — Tour next testimony is Irenams, and your 
argument is, that as he says " to this Church, on account 
of its superior headship, all others must hare ' recourse," 
therefore, the Church or Bishop of Rome must be infal- 
lible, and have supreme jurisdiction over all other Churches. 
The words of Irenseus, and the purpose for which he used 
them, not only do not bear out your inference, but, more- 
over, direetly oppose it. Iremeua was, in the work from 
which you quote, writing against heretics. One argument 
which he uses against them is — the consent of Catholic 
and ApostoUc Churches. All these, he says, agree in doc- 
trine. But since it would be irksome to enumerate all, 
he selects one as the type of such consent — the Church of 
Room. The reason for this selection was quite clear. That 
Church was the only Western Church of known apostolic 
origin. It was founded, as Irensans declares, by Peter 
and Paul, and not, as your writers (contending for the 
pontifical inheritance of Peter's presumed privileges) say, 
by Peter alone. It was the Church whose faith, spoken of 
by the Apostle Paul, continued in its purity while IrenatuS 
wrote, as notorious as it was pure. It was the greatest 
city of the world. Hence this writer selects it, and he 
plainly could select no other Western Church, as the type 
of catholic consent, and proof of catholic doctrine among; 
the Churches of the West Now if, as you assert, Irenssus 
held the infallibility and jurisdiction of the Roman Church, 
is it possible that he would have passed by such a mean* 
of proving his case against heretics? His argument must" 
have been this— the Church of Rome is infallible; your 
doctrine opposes hers, therefore, yon are clearly convicted 
of error; or, she has supreme jurisdiction ; you resist her, 
therefore, you are an enemy to the truth. Manifestly, it 
tins writer held the doctrine which you make him to have 
held, he must, unless he had neither reason nor memory, 
have urged it in that case where it was just the fact which, 
if it existed, must have decided the dispute. Not only 
does Irenseus not do this, but he does use an argument inh 
consistent with, tke supposition that he was acquainted 
with the doctrine you ascribe to him. Why does he give, 
as his reason for specializing one Church — the Roman — 
" that it would be irksome to enumerate all 7" Why does 
he not say, as he must have said, if he held, as you assert, 
your modern doctrine — " It is allowed, and not to be de"- 
rued, that the Church of Rome has an authority which 
can never err, and must never be resisted ; submit to her," 
Ac His argument is not so. It is this—all Catholic and 
Apostolic Churches agree in doctrine ; hence it is, as it 
.. i i i - — 

• Eat igitnr alia simiKtndo longe aptror in nobis ipsia. Ut 
enim ae habent in nomine apiritos at caro, ita se babent is* 
ecclesia dn«s ill* potestates.— Bellarm. de Bom. Pont., lib. V, 
cap. vi., p. 849. Tom. i. Col. 1615. * 



